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Report of the Editor
July 1997 to December 2005
SAULO KLAHR, M.D.
I assumed the position of Editor-in-Chief of Kidney Inter-
national in July 1997, succeeding Thomas Andreoli, who
served as editor from January 1985 to June 1997. Tom
had taken up the reins of the journal from its founder,
Roscoe “Ike” Robinson, who served as its editor from
January 1972 to June 1983. Under both Ike and Tom’s
leadership, Kidney International became a remarkably
successful academic instrument and both their manage-
rial skills with Kidney International were such that the
journal became a profitable venture as the official jour-
nal of the International Society of Nephrology. They left
two very large sets of footprints to fill. Because of their
statures, both physically and within the nephrology com-
munity, their imprints on the journal and its mission were
easy to follow. To them, I owe much of the success that
the journal has enjoyed during my 81/2-year tenure as edi-
tor. I am constantly guided by Ike’s vision when he began
this journal and insisted that its academic reputation must
be unassailable, and that it must be global in scope, and
Tom, who continued those expectations and further de-
manded that the journal grow with the times and serve
as the primary magnet to attract and retain members in
the Society. Finally, Tom was insistent that the journal’s
scientific quality never be compromised by more “prac-
tical” concerns. Those have been my goals to move the
journal successfully into the 21st century, to maintain sci-
entific excellence in the papers we publish, and that we
are in truth an “international” journal.
It is my pleasure to present this report, which sum-
marizes the 8 years (from July 1, 1997 to June 30, 2005)
of publication of Kidney International during my tenure
and that of my team of editors, Marc Hammerman, Ariela
Benigni, James Knochel, Eric Neilson, Pierre Ronco, Sei
Sasaki, and Jan Weening. Jan served us until 2003, when
he stepped down to assume the Presidency of the Society.
Kidney International began 34 years ago with one issue
of 55 pages. Today, the journal has successfully grown to
a monthly printed publication of over 400 pages. More-
over, it has stretched globally with the inception of its
electronic publication and has gone even further with the
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addition of the quarterly published Japanese edition and
the Spanish/Portuguese editions.
From April 1997 to June 1997, we were in a time of
transition that was made remarkably easy and invaluable
with Tom Andreoli’s help and guidance. As you review
the data presented here, it is obvious that Kidney Inter-
national is a journal that continues to work hard to fulfill
its mission as the official journal of the International So-
ciety of Nephrology and to serve it with distinction. The
number of submissions continues to rise from some of the
most unexpected sources and reflects some of the most
exciting and relevant topics in our community.
SUBMISSIONS
The submission rates to Kidney International of origi-
nal, unsolicited manuscripts have steadily increased since
1997. Figure 1 depicts all the original manuscripts sub-
mitted to Kidney International from July 1, 1997 through
June 30, 2005. Kidney International received 930 origi-
nal manuscripts from July 1, 1997 to June 30, 1998, and
1286 original manuscripts from July 1, 2004 to June 30,
2005. Thus, over the reported interval of the tenure of
the editorial office in St. Louis, the number of original
manuscripts submitted increased by over 38%. Likewise,
the total number of manuscripts received has increased
by over 42%, from 1043 in the last 6 months of 1997 to
1483 as of June 30, 2005.
Table 1 distinguishes Technical Notes and Rapid Com-
munications from the basic research and clinical studies
categories to provide a detailed profile of the original
manuscripts submitted from July 1, 1997 through June
30, 2005. During this time period, original manuscripts
submitted in the clinical studies section of the journal in-
creased by 90%, while the number of manuscripts submit-
ted to the basic research section of Kidney International
increased by only 9.3%. The number of Technical Notes
and the number of Rapid Communication submissions
has remained fairly uniform.
Table 2 depicts the geographic regions from which
manuscripts were submitted to the journal during its
tenure in St. Louis. The number of manuscripts submit-
ted from the Asian Pacific area has increased by almost
82%, North American submissions increased by about
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Fig. 1. The number of original manuscripts submitted to Kidney Inter-
national from July 1, 1997 through June 30, 2005. The years reported
are understood as beginning July 1 and extending through June 30 of
the following calendar year.
28%, and European submissions increased by 33%. The
number of manuscripts submitted from Latin America
basically doubled, as did the number of submissions from
Africa.
As always, Europe and North America continue to ac-
count for the largest portion of manuscripts submitted
to the journal. The number of manuscript submissions
from Europe has surpassed those submitted from North
America. Asia’s manuscript submissions have risen dra-
matically during our tenure, with manuscripts from Japan
accounting for the largest percentage of the total papers
submitted from Asia. In addition, a larger number of
manuscripts have been submitted from Latin America
and Africa, thus affirming the international nature of Kid-
ney International and coming ever closer to fulfilling one
of the major goals of our journal’s founders, “to have
become a truly ecumenical vehicle for the world’s renal
community.”
REVIEW AND PUBLICATION PROCESS
The turnaround time for Kidney International is ap-
proximately 36.3 days, a figure that has dropped consider-
ably since 1997. The time in days between initial receipt of
a manuscript and the date of the first decision are shown in
Figure 2. The decrease in the time lapse is a direct result of
the editorial office’s continued efforts to improve and re-
duce the turnaround time between submission and accep-
tance. The initial contact by e-mail directly through Kid-
ney International ManuscriptCentralTM (a Web-based
manuscript-tracking program from ScholarOne), which
was initiated in January 2002, has decreased the response
time of potential reviewers. In addition, the electronic
system has reduced the delay in the receipt of reviewers’
comments and recommendations. The electronic age has
proven to be a boon for manuscript turnaround time.
Table 3 shows the distribution of the final decisions
reached for accepted original manuscripts submitted
from July 1, 1997 through June 30, 2005. Fewer
manuscripts are now being accepted as submitted. As was
the case in 1997, the greatest number of papers are ac-
cepted after one revision, but more papers now require
a second revision to satisfy the editors and reviewers.
There are some manuscripts requiring more than two re-
visions to reach acceptability. These revisions add some
delay to the final decision, yet they ensure that the re-
vised manuscript meets the high standards required for
publication in Kidney International.
Figure 3 shows the annual acceptance rate for
manuscripts submitted to Kidney International since July
1, 1997. As of June 30, 2005, the acceptance rate is
27.2%. Our efforts to reduce the acceptance rate have
been accomplished by asking the reviewers to rate the
manuscript on a priority basis, and to provide a recom-
mendation as to its acceptability for publication in the
journal. The implementation of this process has resulted
in more manuscripts being rejected on a priority basis. Be-
cause the number of submissions continues to increase, it
is more important than ever that manuscripts are evalu-
ated on a priority scale, thus allowing the timely publica-
tion of “top-notch” papers.
The time interval between acceptance and publication
of original manuscripts as shown in Figure 4 is currently
about 4.3 months. This figure has held fairly steady over
the years and is in line with that of other peer-reviewed
nephrology journals. Final acceptance depends on the au-
thor’s timeliness in supplying all the materials necessary
to begin the production process (i.e., the floppy disk and
glossy prints of any figures).
Table 4 provides a profile of original manuscripts ac-
cepted. More manuscripts in the area of basic research
were accepted than manuscripts in the clinical arena.
During this same period, however, the rate or submis-
sion of basic research manuscripts submitted increased
by only 9.3%, while the rate of submission of clinical stud-
ies increased by 90%, showing that clinical research has
come to the forefront.
From July 1, 2004 through June 30, 2005, Kidney Inter-
national received 1483 manuscripts, the highest ever in
its history. The acceptance rate continues to be compet-
itive with other nephrology journals, as is the time from
acceptance to publication. Although we are constantly
striving to improve these figures, they attest to the fact
that Kidney International continues to expand in depth
and in quality.
MANUSCRIPT TRACKING AND ELECTRONIC
SUBMISSIONS
As mentioned previously, in January 2002, Kidney
International, in conjunction with Blackwell Publish-
ing, entered the electronic age using the Web-based
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ManuscriptCentralTM, operated by ScholarOne. Every
stage of our review process is now done electronically,
from author submissions, reviewer assignments, author
revisions, and ultimate acceptances or rejections, which
has allowed us to operate with much greater efficiency. In
addition, the Table of Contents calculator, subsequently
added to the original application, has enabled the edito-
rial office to provide more accurate conversion factors,
which, when translated into an Excel program, has in-
creased our ability to formulate estimated page counts
for each article and thus more accurately predict the ac-
tual number of pages per issue of the journal.
The overall operation of ManuscriptCentralTM has run
smoothly since its inception with a minimal amount of
“down time.” The support staff at ScholarOne have been
very accommodating to the administrative staff of Kidney
International at all of its offices, to the authors, and to the
reviewers. We thank them for their ever-available help
and support.
IMPACT FACTOR
The Impact Factor is based on the number of times an
article from Kidney International is cited by another au-
thor as an authoritative source of information. It gives
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Fig. 2. Time lapse (in days) between initial
receipt of manuscript and first decision. The
years reported are understood as beginning
July 1 and extending through June 30 of the
following calendar year.
credibility to the papers published in the journal and es-
tablishes their value to the scientific community. During
the time of my tenure as editor, the Impact Factor for
Kidney International has fluctuated along with that of the
other top nephrology journals. As can be seen in Figure 5,
our current ranking continues as a true testament of our
impact on the scientific community compared to jour-
nals with much longer histories and much larger distri-
bution bases. As always, our goal is to accept papers that
will prove worthy of citation and which will improve that
ranking.
PUBLISHED CONTENT
Almost two years after the submission and track-
ing of manuscripts became electronic with Manuscript-
CentralTM, the actual production and publishing of
Kidney International became completely electronic as
well. In conjunction with our publisher, Blackwell Pub-
lishing, who has been an integral part of our growth
and transformation to electronic publishing, the transi-
tion was almost flawless. Such a dramatic change from
paper to cyberspace, of course, requires extensive use of
the Internet and ftp sites—terms that were unfamiliar to
us when we were first confronted with them are now as
common to us as “hot metal” was to the linotype oper-
ator in 1972, when Kidney International was first pub-
lished. The electronic review of proofs is now standard
operating procedure. Our production process from re-
ceipt of accepted manuscripts through publication flows
through many peoples’ hands in at least three countries
(the United States, the United Kingdom, and India) like
clockwork, without the time constraints imposed by most
clocks. Because of the Internet, the ftp site, and e-mail,
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Fig. 3. Annual acceptance rate for manu-
scripts (%) submitted to Kidney Interna-
tional since July 1, 1997. The years reported
are understood as beginning July 1 and ex-
tending through June 30 of the following
calendar year.
time between the different venues has, in reality, no rele-
vance to us or to our many international authors, who can
access their papers, make corrections, and return proofs
from every continent and country around the globe at all
hours of the day or night.
We have certainly been the beneficiaries of the 21st
century, without having to sacrifice either time or qual-
ity. As the journal moves forward, there is the expec-
tation that further improvements made possible by the
electronic age will make the journal much more cost-
effective and cost-sensitive. In addition to our current
dependence on the electronic medium, it is likely that
other unforeseen and unimaginable improvements will
make Kidney International truly international—a journal
without boundaries.
In an additional effort to save time and reduce the
number of corrections late in each production cycle, the
compositor and publisher worked together to develop
a system in which color proofs are also reviewed via a
similar electronic system, which eliminates well over a
week in a very tight production schedule. We have, in re-
ality, become an electronic journal, from initial receipt
of manuscript, through review, revisions, and acceptance,
and then through copyediting, review of proofs and color
figures and, finally, through review of revised and final
pages of each issue.
Figures 6 and 7 show the number of original manu-
scripts and the number of published pages, respectively,
in each volume during my tenure as editor. Our goal has
always been to limit our text pages to 400 pages for each
issue, thus not exceeding 2500 pages per volume when
the standing front matter for each issue is added in, plus
the indices in the June and December issues each year. It
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Fig. 4. The time interval (in months) between acceptance and publica-
tion of original manuscripts. The years reported are understood as be-
ginning July 1 and extending through June 30 of the following calendar
year.
must be said that the papers published in a given issue or
volume were not always the same as those received dur-
ing the respective time frames. The peer-review process
and ensuing necessity for revisions can sometimes take
months and validates the reality that the publication of a
monthly journal is a never-ending cycle. Manuscripts are
always being received, manuscripts are always in some
phase of revision, and manuscripts are always either ulti-
mately rejected or accepted and published.
The electronic age has also had a dramatic impact on
the length of time between when an issue is released to
the press and when it is available on-line to readers. It
has become the rule, rather than the exception, that the
on-line version is active at least 20 days preceding the
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Fig. 5. Comparison of annual Impact Fac-
tors. Abbreviations are: JASN, Journal of
American Society of Nephrology; AJP, Amer-
ican Journal of Physiology; AJKD, American
Journal of Kidney Diseases; KI, Kidney Inter-
national. The years reported are understood
as beginning July 1 and extending through
June 30 of the following calendar year.
month of the journal, which, in real time, translates into
the fact that subscribers can see and read the contents of
the journal almost three weeks before they can actually
hold a copy in their hands.
Supplements
The supplements to Kidney International have become
increasingly important to the financial success of the
journal and, ultimately, the Society. They are quite un-
predictable, but when they are finally published, their
publication adds significantly to the revenue of the So-
ciety because the costs are borne exclusively by sponsors.
In addition, they provide an added forum to publish scien-
tifically important papers from symposia or other special
gatherings. Blackwell Publishing has taken a more proac-
tive role in the initial interest stage, which may prove to
be helpful to bring more supplements, to fruition. During
the 81/2 years of my tenure as editor, we have published 39
supplements, with topics varying from a 40-year history
of the International Society of Nephrology by Roscoe
Robinson and Gabriel Richet (two of the founding mem-
bers) to the papers presented at the proceedings from the
2004 Bellagio Study Group.
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Fig. 6. Number of original manuscripts pub-
lished per volume. ∗January to June; ∗∗July to
December.
Fig. 7. Number of published editorial pages
per volume. ∗January to June; ∗∗July to De-
cember.
Foreign language editions
In 2001, Blackwell Japan approached Professor Sei
Sasaki about the possibility of developing a Japanese edi-
tion of Kidney International. Their initial proposal speci-
fied quarterly issues, with three or four important papers
originally published in the three previous monthly is-
sues of Kidney International. In 2002, after extensive dis-
cussions with the Executive Committee of the Society,
Professor Sasaki and Blackwell Japan were given permis-
sion to seek out sponsorship, which came very generously
from Kirin Brewery. The first edition of this Japanese edi-
tion was published early in 2003 (featuring articles and
abstracts from the August, September, and October 2002
issues) and has continued unabated since that time. It has
been a most successful venture and has expanded our
global reach to those whose first language is not English.
In addition, the Society has furthered our global reach
with Spanish and Portuguese editions, under the leader-
ship of Bernardo Rodrı´quez-Iturbe, and Jesu´s Egido and
Sergio Mezzano as coeditors of the Spanish edition, and
Miguel Riella and Fernando Carrera as coeditors of the
Portuguese edition, which are massive undertakings un-
der the sponsorship of Fresenius.
CONCLUDING REMARKS
I would like to thank the Presidents of the Interna-
tional Society of Nephrology from 1997 to 2005: Robert
Schrier, Kiyoshi Kurokawa, Thomas Andreoli, Robert
Atkins, and Jan Weening. Each of these men has been
a source of counsel and support as we worked together
to move the journal forward as the leading journal in the
study of nephrology. To the Consulting Editors, Historical
Archives Editor, and the entire Editorial Board, as well
as all of the reviewers for their countless hours of work, I
extend my sincerest thanks. I offer a special thank you to
the Nephrology Forum Editors, Jordan Cohen, John Har-
rington, and Nicolaos Madias for their more than 25 years
of labor. In addition, I would be remiss not to mention
Ms. Cheryl Zusman and Ms. Judy Rufo, who ensured the
delivery of an elegant product. I wish to thank my Deputy
Editor, Marc Hammerman, the Associate Editors, Ariela
Benigni, Jim Knochel, Eric Neilson, Pierre Ronco, Sei
Sasaki, and Jan Weening, as well as their assistants
(Antoinette van Engelen, Vickie Hakim, Suzanne
Alexander, Christine Vial, Kaoru Hattori, and Susan
Hoffman) for their sterling work and for their diligence
in the handling of manuscripts.
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On behalf of the Deputy Editor and the Associate Ed-
itors of Kidney International, we are extremely thankful
to the editorial team at Blackwell Publishing for having
made Kidney International such a gratifying experience.
They have been responsive to every request and have
been advocates in moving the journal forward and in
streamlining the publication process.
A journal is only as successful as the authors who sub-
mit manuscripts. In that regard, Kidney International has
been extremely fortunate. The quality of the work submit-
ted has caused us, on more than one occasion, to rework
our acceptance policies and make them even more strin-
gent because the papers being submitted were so well
written. To them, the authors, I offer my most humble
thanks. It is really they, more than anyone else, who are
responsible for our success.
Finally, and most important, I extend my deepest
thanks and gratitude to my current and former staff
members in St. Louis (Rose Dustmann, James Havranek,
Rebecca Meiser, Patricia Morrissey, Sarah Nalley, Shellie
Newell, Katherine Spakowski, Karen Westrich, and
Monica Waller). Each has been the epitome of profes-
sionalism and each, with his or her unique abilities has,
over the years, melded their talents together to form the
backbone of the journal. Their diligence and commitment
have played a significant and substantial role in helping
to continue the quality standards of Kidney International
and have made my job as editor that much easier.
